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isaac DenrscHE* 

W hii.il the world’* aucatitm lia» 
beta knitted on tin Qwetnuy 
emit. Red China hat been in the 
throes of a new and gigantic do- 
mestic upheaval, mulling born an 
attempt to orpuiit the whole peas- 
antry, favc bundled million people, 
in "cumaiunea," lhu it the third 
upheaval that rural China hat un- 
dergoes in thu decade. First, the 
landlord* were expropriated and 
their land *> thu red out among 
the pciwntt, who were officially en- 
(ouiaged to continue at private 
tanners. lheu, in die middle 19Ws, 
more than a hundred million jxivate 
larmtte ad* were reorganized into 
"co-operative*," modeled essentially 
on Soviet collective farm*. And mow 
the Contmuniu Chinese rulert. mov- 
ing ahead ot (heir Soviet (ouater- 
port* are going beyond that ttage of 
coUectiviaatiom and replacing the 
collective farm by the commune, 

Of them three upheaval*, none ha* 
gone a* deep aa chi* one, km none 
haa made suds deep inroads into the 
traditional mode of life at the peas- 
aatry, which still tomtiiute* lour- 
hfth* of China* population. Them 
can he no doubt that the decree 
which initiated the "movement for 
the commune" is, if only became of 
the va*t Kale of the movement, one 
of the moat ugnibcam event* of our 

Faster and Farther 

The idea of the commune i* not new. 
Shortly after the bolshevik Revolu- 
tion. in the year* 1918-1925, it waa 
tried out iu Russia on a small it ale. 
Rut that expe rim ent ended in fail- 
ure. The Rtuaian comnunti had 
been fanned by group* of idealist* 
who hoped to »et an example for the 
man of peasantry. Within the com- 
mune, which in this respect differed 
essentially from the kolkhoz of later 
•ear*, all private property was abol- 
ished. Land, tattle, and agricultural 
implement* were owned in common. 
The members of the commune wvro 


not to gel individual income* but to 
draw on the commune’* income in 
an egalitarian manner or "according 
to their need*." The experiment 
failed because the Russian peasant 
remained attached to his private 
farmstead. Communist fanning, or- 
ganized on an extremely low level 
uf agricultural technique, waa too 
poor to attract him. .After a few yean 
the (oanmunex. discredited and ridi- 
culed, were dissolved. 

When Stalin later get oni cucollac- 
tiytMt laming he forbade every men-' 
tion of the commune. Ever since, the 
commune has remained under some- 
thing Uke .au ideological haa in (he 
Soviet Union. In the hoik hot the. 
peasant* still own privately small 
plot* of land and about half tlw 
cattle; they, trade ffieir produce cm 



die maikeu. and Utey draw unequal 
incomes from the koikhor so that in 
each there are “rich" and poor peas- 
ants just si therr are rich and poor 
kolkhcue*. The Rtmiao collective 
farm has remained a halfway bourn 
between the private farm and the 
(ummuoe. 

t he Chinese teadov obviously not, 
content with this degree trf codec- 
miration, have now startlingly m 
habiliuted the amununtv They ham 
decided to move henceforth mi the 
road uf collectivisation faster enyl 
farther than the lUwsieng despi» 
the fact that in technology, and pro-, 
durtiviiy their faming 8* (nr behind 
the Russian. TffUR what thqr at* 
vimge is not so he mod e le d exactly 
an the earty Soviet ernmnutm, hut R. 
it to he much (Jam to It then the 
koikhor h. The Chiseic osmmnne in 
to be s much larger unit than -Rr. 
Soviet kolkhoa. If in m ctmk of, 
feve, ten. or even twenty 
families— about lea times 
in a kofkbor after nearly thirty 
of. caUcrtivizaUBB. The Chine— 
have taken up the idee of the ‘Ape 
town," whkh Khruahdw «sa put 
forward, whkh Stalin 
and which Khrushchev does i 
itner even now. The 
unlike dm 
to 
lem 

to go on hving in ffieir privmm hmts, 
within mull households; tnmnf ah 
member* of the commune are to he 
ho med hi a lew central klsditof 
dwelling*, with their own eenmiuhU 
dining raema. lasrodrhn, erhnahseeew 
utxil the structure of (he village re* 
semble* that of a roller tiviu town. 

Thoe sweeping changes ere to be 
carried out within three to tin yean; 
and we are told that about a third 
of the peasantry, more, than 140 mil 
Ron people, has already jdnd the 




- whan. For the supply of implement*, 
nctm, and t ra m p ore. JwiR farm- 
Ing is completely dependent on the 
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Mate-owned industrs. In c outlast, the 
Chinese commune is to combine 
local induMry with (arming 
Thp reform has also an itnpoftant 
military asjzert. The commune is to 
possess its own militia, a territorial 
military unit tied to the productive 
unit, so that the "armed hand" o( 
the commune will participate in pro- 
ductive work and that "productive 
wot k w'lll increasingly be organ- 
ised along military lines." This again 
i* an idea that was originally devel 
oped in Russia, in the early years ol 
the revolution, when Trotsky "mill 
tainted labor and organized the 
bulk of the Red Army as territorial 
militias attached to productive units. 
These experiments weie gradually 
abandoned in Russia aftet the civil 
war The workers revolted against 
the militarization of labor, and in 
later years the militias were consid 
ered to he inadequate lor modern 
warfare. Further, since Trotsky had 
been the originator of these experi 
mem*, a stigma has attached to them 
ever time. Mao Tse-tung, however, 
has not been averse to drawing his 
ideas from the main fount of Cams 
munist heresy. His scheme has in 
deed a super Trotskyist flavor; Trots 
ky never attempted to militarize 
labor on the scale of Mao’s plan, and 
he undertook the experiment only 
under the stress of Russia’s economic 
collapse In the final phase of the 
civil war. 

"RJTao s Moitvr.% foi this stujreniloos 
^ A undertaking are varied and in 
lerron netted, and they are all rooted 
in the manifold disproportions be- 


tween China \ aspiratibn* and re 
sources. Iheic* is, fust of all. the 
general lack ol baf.iiue between 
China s |Hipulation and wealth Mao 
and his pupils arc no Malthusian* 
thc-v hotel dial the larger the nation’s 
man jriicrr , the mote can it piodutr 
(esjict tails when it doc* not have to 
produce foi profit onlv) and the 
quickei can the nation’s wealth 
grow 

But Mao realizes that although 
this principle mas be valid in the 
long run, the immediate pressure of 
C.htnas population on its means of 
subsistence is severe, and rhar it most 
become even more severe with the 
popular expectation of a higher 
vtandard of living Bv concentrating 
the whole rural population in large 
but compact productive units and 
bv iimodiuiitg a new division ol 
labor within the units. Mao hopes 
he will fie aide to ac hieve a dramatic 
rise in the national ptoductivitv of 
labor 

Mao f^lievet— his entourage tells 
even one who care* to listen -that he 
has as dieted and can continue to 
avoid .Stalin’s major errors in col 
le« tivfzarion and industrialization. 
In tollectis i/ation. Mao savs. Stalin 
relied primarily on coercion. In in- 
dustrialization. he relied almost ex 
clnsively on large tea te and long 
term schemes, as u coruequence of 
which all links between industry and 
tanning were severed for n time. 
Soviet (arming, unsupported hv 
small wale local induxriv, was (round 
to fall behind badlv dining the 
transition ptiiori, before the new 
industry was ready so provide it 


with enough machine*. Martens, and 
lertdizerv 

The Plan's bhantigrs 

Those, then, ate the major trust akes 
against which Mao is on hi* guauf 
Ol coiiisc the (.htnese leaders, too 
have their .iinhitioiis large scale anil 
longterm industtial schemes that 
should allow them 10 ov ertake ( Meat 
Britain industi ialls within a few 
years C.htna s coal output is already 
at exit as high ,fN Bt Ham s, and its 
output ut sieel is almut hall «s large 
But even alter China has won this 
race a race wan hrd with bated 
breath by the whole ol Asia -its jk-i 
capita industrial output will still Ite 
onlv one twe lfth or one- thirteenth ol 
the British < Iona "s large stale indies 
try will not vet Ik aide to ah*<>th 
mote than a (ins Iratfiou ol its mral 
slit plus; and its agr iculture mav still 
remain si arsed of iron, vtrel, and 
machinery. Hence Mao’s emphasis 
on the combination ol industrs and 
agriculture within the runimune. 

T hat industry can he only of a 
most backward character: it will con 
*ist of primitive woitshcrpi and will 
lx- based on olef fashioned handi 
craft. But even this is Iretter than no 
industrs at all The communes 
ptimiuve woi kshop* can keep the 
communes farm supplied with 
plows uni if enough trac tors and ma 
ihine* are tordicoming from tbr 
modem government built jdants lai 
cal renal industry mas also vrott jh 
sorli the surplus tuial |»>ptdalinn 
ami give many (wasanis prrlimiuais 
industrial training Ix-lorr they ate 
transferred to uihan industry The 
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x „ commune is to serve as a reserson 
R, *•' of semiskilled industrial man|>ciwet 

on which die planning autliorities 
can gradually ill, ns 

. I he mduan aspect of the coin 

mime, whic h has l>ee ti giratls placed 
up during die Ouemm crisis, fits hi 
with tins pattern klieads some sears 
JiLxk ago Peking piomtdgaled a law unto 
•Wjp due mg i rinse i iptton. licit it has (seen 

* * dead Irttei f lie aimed lorces have 

J not Ik-cii in a position to take in the 

’V iH } matis mdle.ns ol veiling men who 

rVyT •** *’ w ‘ rv (x-conie liable for military 
t ~T\. \ ; service I brie have not been enough 
3 v M barrai ks. not enoiigh ecpiipmem. not 

»- ' \ i enough training stalls \ow die mil 

S . r ■ , » 

t’ ’ | lions ol |h.u mi. d ccinsciipts ate to 

’■ *■ recent at least paiamditars naming 

^J^T^Rdtttob'oiSob'dg-i" 1 "' " ' 




•w> to brum* a /r^^ed l FtfPRel^s^2W1^^^1^r < tHA^[?Pi?l8i0&77tftt>0»300<»(ye§*4 tiv ' , * lion - Mao 
tCilIed military manpower. not led to any comparable conflict May find it easier to take the peav 

Finally, it g«>es without saying 


that Peking! rulers expect to gain 
obvious political advantages. It 
should fie easier to exett [xililital 
control over a |>eas,uitiy concentrat- 
ed in Agrotowns than over a dis- 
persed rural population. 

Are the Chinese Different? 

11 the objectives of the Chinese 
movement for communes are clear 
enough, it* prospects are ha/y. How, 
one wonders, have the Chinese peas- 
ants received the latest orders and 
slogans issued iiom Peking? How do 
they react to this blow that Mao'* 
party has struck against private prop- 
erty and the traditional way of life 
of rural China? Are the Chinese 
peasants really devoid of the ‘indi- 
vidualistic instincts" that have made 
peasants in so many other countries 
put up a desperate resistance to col- 
lectivization? When the Soviet peas- 
ants revolted against Stalin s fortible 
collet tivization, they slaughtered half 
their rattle, smashed implements, 
and set fire to their croj», thus to 
some extent defeating coilectiviratioii 
even while they themselves were be- 
ing crushed. Is some such determined 
revolt now latent in the Chinese 
countryside? Or are the peasant* 
joining the communes "with enthusi- 
asm,’' as Peking claims and as some 
recent western travelers believe? 

It it difficult not only for outsiders 
and foreign travelers but even for 
the rulers in Peking to judge what 
is going on in the hearts of a mass 
of half a billion people But it may 
be that Mao Tsc-iung and his party 
are now getting dividends from the 
caution and flexibility with which, 
in contrast to Stalin and his follow- 
ers, they arranged the o| verting phases 
of collectivization some years ago. 
Stalin at first attempted to impose 
wholesale collectivization at a stroke 
ami to confiscate all the peasants' 
belongings; only bloody resistance 
forced him to retreat, to compromise, 
to make concessions to the peasants' 
"projverty instincts" in order to save 
the general framework of the collec- 
tive farm The initial collision, how 
ever, was so violent that memories 
of it survive in the Soviet Union to 
this day and even now weigh upon 
relations between state and peas 
antrv. The Chinese collectivization 


and shock. The peasantry was drawn 
into the co-operatives gradually and 
mildly. The farmer's proverbial in- 
dividualism, which revolted against 
Stalin's raw surgery, aptwars to have 
fallen into a coova under Mao's an- 
esthetic tieatment. 

The difference in results has 
shown up quickly. Stalin's collectivi- 
zation was followed bv a steep and 
prolonged decline in the productivi- 
ty of Soviet agric ulture and the death 
of millions in famines. Mao's collec- 
tivization, on the contrary, has led to 
a steady rise in farming output. This 
has been accounted for in pan by 
the building of anti-Aond dans and 
by large-scale irrigation works, which 
were more easily undertaken with 
collectively organized labor than 
with the old-time individualistic vil- 
lagers. In any case, this year China 
has a record harvest, neatly twice 
as large as last year’s and more than 
three times larger than the Jast har- 
vest before the revolution. The 
achievement is all the more remark- 
able because it has been obtained 
with the mast prsuinve technical 
means, mainly on the basis of co- 
operated manual labor. r 

Unlike the Soviet peasants «f the 
1930's, the Chinese have seen their 
well-being improving rapidly with 
collectivization, however modest that 
improvement may be by any western 
standard. These benefits seem to 
have weakened their attachment to 
private fsrming and perhaps even 
reconciled them to a collectivist 
economy. Having secured this favor- 


inti a stage further toward the com 
mune. He Mill proceeds with great 
caution and keep* his avenues of re 
treat open. He plans to draw out the 
whole process of reorganization over 
a number of years. He delays the in 
trodurtion of an egaliurian distribu 
lion of income within the commune 
and tries to give due weight to indi- 
vidual rewards and incentives. He 
warns the Communists against the 
use of coercion against the peasants, 
and at the same time he seeks to 
overwhelm the peasantry’s mind 
with a most intensive propaganda 
for the commune. With an already 
favorable start, with the use of such 
varied ways and means, and with so 
much subtlety, his regime may sue 
ceed where no other Communist 
government has succeeded. 

However, this is only a hypothet- 
ical view of the prospects; tome 
time mim elapse before the reaction 
of the Chinese peasantry can be 
ganged. It is still possible that the 
experiment will crash spectacularly 
and cause grave social turmoil. 

Damning with Ms Praise 

In Russia these latest Chinese de- 
velopments have been greeted with 
reserve and tacit irony. fVnds pub- 
lished the decree of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Chinese Communist 
Party on September II, but more 
than a month later the Soviet pres* 
still refrained from giving Its bless- 
ing to the move. While iu pages were 
full of declarations of solidarity with 
China over the Quemoy conflict and 



Vor -rmbfr 15, IV.tZI 17 

Approved For Release 2001/11/16 : CIA-RDP78-02771R0003001 20009-4 




Approved For Release 2001/11/16 : CIA-RDP78-02771R0003001 20009-4 


of glowing iiibutes t<i Mao's uthei 
domestic ,u Inc vcuiniK, rtn mention 
was made til lins latcM and most 
momentous domestic ilctflupnidit. 
Suth silence sjieaks louder than any 
amount ot comment. 

Not tin ly is M oscow skeptical 
about Mao's latest nuclei taking, it 
also senses heresy. Khrushchev nrav 
resent the fact that Mao is fulfilling 
the Agtotown scheme. which he him 
sell had to abandon. More inqior 
tant, tlte whole trend ol Chinese 
doinestit policy is in implicit ion 
Hitt with Soviet [xdiiv kliimhchev 
has just made a srties of important 
concessions to the p-asaiits. trlaxing 
the Stalinist tigors ot collecttvi/a 
tion: he has sold the state-owned 
machine tractor stations to the rol 
let live Linns, he has freed the jiezv 
atm irom tompulsotv food de- 
liveties. and he has attempted to 
plate the economic rel.itionship lie 
tween state and |>e3santry on some- 
thing like a market basis. To Soviet 
eats there is something almost blas- 
phemous in the Chinese talk about 
the commune's suj>enority to any 
ortlinary collective farm, it only lw- 
cause for years to conte the Chinese 
commune will be based on a tech-^ 
nital level of fanning far lower than 
that prevailing in thr Soviet kulkhoc. 
Similarly, the Chinese territorial 
militias with their "soldier-citizens" 
and "soldier-laborers” have too 
much of die eatly Bolshevik aura 
about diem to please the present 
Soviet ruleis. 

Evidently the Chinese leaders are 
taking their talk about their own 
"road to socialism" much more sen 
ouily than the Russians like Sooner 
or later these implicit divergencies 
between the Soviet and Chinese at- 
titudes may give rise to new con 
troversy in the Communist camp. 
The whole courje of collectivization 
in China is unmistakably, if only 
implicitly, a critique erf the Soviet 
road to socialism. 

Vf’oscosv apj»ears to be as appre 
hensive alxrut Mao's present 
"ultraradical” deviation from Stalin 
ist or post-Staliniu orthodoxy as it 
was two years about his “ultra- 
liberal" Hundred Flowers policy. In 
Moscow’* view, Mao went too far in 
promising freedom of expression and 
was rotii|»e!led to ieim(x«e mono- 
lithic discipline. Is he not now in- 


dulging in iti'i o toi:. iltuunm a?x>itt 
dll | H .1 >.c nt * v v w 1 1 i ug n-'-ai to ,t, i f pt 
the inimnuiu - In tioth i .ivrs M.n>\ 
ambitions ni.iv have- exc ceded 
C.hina'.v resoniies and |x>vsil>ilitirs 
Wfien he tried to t.itrv de.Stafim/a 
lion further th.ut tfie Russians had 
earned u. he itjiionl tfie (ire mu 
statue that tfie baor tacim behind 
Soviet de Stalmization was Soviet in 
diistnal and educational ptogtess, 
vvhu h liatl lx < omr m, ( iin ,af iblr w ith 
manv of the totalitarian praetors ot 
the Stalin eia 

Mao has vincr dixoveird th.u hiv 
essavs in 'IiIkm ali/ai ion ' accord ill 
with the inavs discipline that iv re- 
quired in tfie initial pftase of lotted 
indtistriali/atioo On the other hand. 
Moscow is inclined to take the view 
that China is industrially and social 
ly too backward litr tfie "advanced 
lorms of socialism' which Mao now 
attempts to fostet 1 hr Soviet I'nion, 


with ns povtciful st a te-i iw m t\ m,,|h, 
11V ind its v astly evpandi d .n li ,i. 
wot king i lass, still slii ink-. Ii-im im- 
posing die Xgioiown and tin ,om 
mime on its jx.is.mtrv which is n la 
tivelv nimli we.ikr-t visa vis die state 
and the in ban working da vs than 
is the Chines? |x\isanrrv is n nor 
then, trckless ol Mao to dels the 
iltdtv id u.i lorn ol his jx'asaims 

si vki the questions jxmdeted 
■ bv tht guardians ol rnthoiloxv 
and the |iohi vtnakrrs in Movnw 
Bill Hindi more than oithodnw and 
dogma is involved. II the movement 
lot the commune succeeds in China 
the Soviet t tilers tnav well be tempt 
erf ot ill t veil to lcillow in Mao's loot 
steps Khrushchev mav then take tip 
once again his Agroiown scheme, and 
the upheaval now shaking rural 
China may well spread to the Soviet 
hrtKiQ. 


Pandit Nehru 's 
One-Parly Democracy 


GEORGE BAILEY 


10 


cxv of "Crivii in the Congress 

, wrnI l T immediately 
■when, early last Mav. Nehru expressed 
hiv intention ol withdrawing "lor 
some' time Item office. I he clatnot 
did not die down even when, xhotily 
aftet ward, he sealed lor a month’s 
vacation and agieed to vtav on. A 
number of things lent substance to 
the widespread contention ihat the 
|(iong r exs Party was disintegrating 
First, theie was the dtamatic success 
of the Communist Party of India in 
the state ol Kerala last vear, when 
the Communists managed to lorm a 
coalition government there. Next 
f a me a governmental crisis in the 
state of Orissa, when the Congress 
held ministry resigned on orders 
from the centi.d patty high com 
maud. Silently afterwaid, a confused 
intraparty scandal hroke out in the 
Punjab, where some of the chief 
minister's relatives had abused their 
family connections tor political pur 
poses. Finally. Congress Party randi 
dates were successively defeated in 


by-elettions in Devtcobm (Koala) 
bv a Communist and in Getgoa 
(Punjabi by an indejiendcm. 

1 line weir other sons tier develop 
me ills, rite government’s mu. h 
heiaided and strongly hacked Oun 
munits Development Piogr.nu 
sexmied to be txigging down. I he 
chronic anemia of India's foreign 
exchange teserves luid become acute 
despite Prime Mmism Nehru's di 
vervionary mollifications. 

But lor all this, and serious as 
much ol it was and still it, the 
Cungitss Party crisis soon liecame on 
ly the crisis that might have l>een ii 
Nehru had resigned The lact that 
he did not resign dec uled the issue 
at least lot the pieseut and ptohahlv 
lot a long time to come. 

T 1 Kfc difbc tilt to rxaggc iati 

A Nehru's prestige tn his home 
country Me is tlie dathtig ol the 
people and la.v he once pictured Intu 
self m a chapter of ho aurohiog 
taphy which has lx‘en expurgated 
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